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To 

My  Dear  Brother 

MARTIN  WELLES 


This  only,  indeed,  I  know  of  good  in  nobility; 
that  it  shames  many  a  man,  if  he  be  worse  than 
his  ancestors  were ;  and  therefore  he  strives 
with  all  his  power  to  reach  the  manners  of  some 
one  of  the  best,  and  his  virtues. 

Boethius  circa  480-524 

De  Consolatione  Philosophiae 

Chapter  XXX. 
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The  Life  and  Public  Services 

of 

Thomas  Welles 

NO  record  has  yet  been  found  of  the  birth  or  bap¬ 
tism  of  our  honored  ancestor,  Gov.  Thomas 
Welles. 

The  conjectural  date  of  his  birth  has  been  given  as 
about  1590.  As  he  married  in  1615,  this  would  make 
him  twenty-five  when  he  married. 

It  is  far  more  likely,  I  believe,  that  he  was  born 
two  years  later  rather  than  two  years  earlier,  as  it  was 
customary  in  those  days  to  marry  younger  than  they 
do  today.  But  we  cannot  go  far  astray  in  putting  the 
date  around  1590. 

And  now  where  was  he  born  ?  Here  again,  we  can 
only  draw  an  inference,  but  a  pretty  conclusive  one. 

Robert  Welles,  his  father,  was  of  Stourton,  a  hamlet 
in  the  parish  of  Whichford  which  lies  in  the  extreme 
southern  part  of  Warwickshire,  close  to  Oxfordshire, 
and  which,  one  hundred  years  ago,  contained  only  638 
inhabitants.  A  survey  of  the  map  of  Warwickshire  and 
the  adjacent  shires,  discloses  there  was  no  large  town 
near  Whichford.  It  was  a  region  of  farms  and  Thomas 
Welles’s  youth  was  probably  spent  amid  quiet  country 
scenes.  Queen  Elizabeth  was  still  reigning  at  the  time 
of  his  birth  and  was  to  reign  about  a  dozen  years  longer. 
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The  Welles  family  had  been  in  Whichford  for  at 
least  several  generations  when  Thomas  Welles  was  born. 
Robert  Welles,  his  father,  baptized  Nov.  6,  1540,  who 

died  about  1619,  had  Alice - as  his  wife.  The 

father  of  Robert  was  Thomas  Welles  buried  in  Which¬ 
ford,  Aug.  30,  1558.  His  first  wife  was  Elizabeth — ,  the 
mother  of  his  children,  Ann  and  Robert,  and  she  was 
buried  in  Whichford,  Jan.  11,  1552/3. 

We  know  nothing  about  the  youth  of  Thomas  Welles, 
but  his  handwriting,  his  choice  as  the  second  Secretary 
of  the  Connecticut  Colony,  his  possession  of  Latin  books, 
as  revealed  in  the  inventory  of  his  estate,  all  tend  to 
show  that  he  had  greater  educational  advantages  than 
one  might  surmise  from  his  rural  environment. 

We  know  that  he  married  soon  after  July  5,  1615, 
Alice  Tomes,  daughter  of  John  Tomes  and  Widow  Ellen 
(Gunne)  Phelps  Tomes  of  Long  Marston,  a  small  par¬ 
ish  in  Gloucestershire,  some  sixteen  miles  northwest  of 
Whichford. 

He  married  the  year  before  Shakespeare  died  in 
Stratford  on  Avon,  also  in  Warwickshire,  and  about 
twenty  miles  northeast  of  Whichford.  It  is  interesting 
to  learn  that  after  the  battle  of  Worcester,  Sept.  3,  1651, 
when  Charles  II,  then  twenty-one,  narrowly  escaped 
being  captured  by  Cromwell,  he  lay  concealed  one  night 
in  the  house  of  Alice  Tomes’s  half  brother,  John  Tomes, 
who  protected  the  royal  fugitive  at  a  dangerous  hazard. 

A  little  before  his  first  marriage,  his  father  and 
older  brother  Robert,  settled  on  Thomas  Welles,  a  house 
and  lands  in  Burmington,  a  very  small  parish  in  War¬ 
wickshire,  some  five  or  six  miles  northwest  of  Which¬ 
ford.  There  is  preserved  in  the  Public  Library  of  Bir- 
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mingham,  England,  a  five  party  deed  dated  May  10, 
1638,  by  which  Thomas  Welles  “of  Hartford  by  the 
river  Connectocott  in  New  England  gent.”  conveyed  to 
Hon.  James  Fiennes,  son  and  heir  of  the  Right  Hon.  the 
Lord  Viscount  Say  and  Seale  and  William  Sprigg,  real 
estate  in  Burmington.  This  may  have  been  the  prop¬ 
erty  acquired  by  him  twenty-three  years  earlier. 

It  seems  that  he  was  styled  gentleman  at  this  date, 
but  it  may  have  been  no  more  than  a  complimentary 
title.  Before  he  left  England,  he  appears  to  have  owned 
one  share  in  the  Piscataqua  Patent  of  lands  in  what  is 
now  a  part  of  New  Hampshire,  and  of  which  one  of 
the  owners  was  Lord  Say  and  Seale. 

From  what  port  in  England  Thomas  Welles  em¬ 
barked  for  New  England,  has  not  been  ascertained,  but 
it  is  certain  that  he,  his  wife  and  six  children  were  in 
Boston  June  9,  1636,  and  it  is  possible  that  he  had  a 
house  in  Cambridge,  Feb.  8, 1635/6.  His  stay  in  Boston 
was  brief,  and  he  probably  came  to  Hartford  the  latter 
part  of  1636,  as  he  was  one  of  the  six  members  of  a 
court  held  in  Hartford,  March  28,  1637. 

He  established  his  home  on  what  is  now  Governor 
Street,  on  a  two  acre  lot  opposite  that  of  Thomas  Judd. 
His  next  door  neighbor  north,  was  John  Webster,  who 
succeeded  him  as  Governor  in  1656.  Diagonally  across 
the  street,  north  of  Thomas  Judd’s,  was  the  spacious 
homestead  of  Gov.  George  Wyllys.  Here  he  remained 
until  1646  and  during  his  residence  in  Hartford,  he  lost 
his  wife,  the  mother  of  all  his  children,  but  that  year 
he  married  Elizabeth,  sister  of  John  Deming  and  widow 
of  Nathaniel  Foote  of  Wethersfield,  and  thereafter  lived 
in  that  town.  She  did  not  die  until  1683.  From  1637 
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until  his  death,  January  14,  1659/60,  Thomas  Welles 
was  constantly  engaged  in  public  affairs.  His  inde¬ 
fatigable  services  for  the  Colony  have  scarcely  been 
recognized  or  appreciated. 

It  is  evident  that  when  he  came  down  to  Hartford, 
he  was  regarded  as  a  man  not  only  eminently  fitted  to 
hold  public  office,  but  to  serve  in  diverse  positions  of 
responsibility  and  honor.  As  early  as  1639,  he  was 
chosen  Treasurer  of  the  Colony,  serving  for  two  years, 
and  again  in  1648,  serving  for  four  years.  He  served 
as  Secretary  of  the  Colony  eight  years  from  1640,  enter¬ 
ing  the  records  for  the  last  time  under  date  of  June  1, 
1648.  It  was  left  for  him,  for  some  reason  now  un¬ 
known,  as  Secretary,  to  record  the  Fundamental  Orders 
adopted  in  1639,  which  he  did  in  a  clear,  firm  hand. 

We  find  him  one  of  the  six  Magistrates  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Court  held  May  1st,  1637,  and  he  served  as  such 
every  year  until  his  death  nearly  twenty-three  years 
later.  He  was,  no  doubt,  one  of  the  Magistrates  when 
the  Fundamental  Orders  were  voted  and  must  have  had 
a  hand  in  framing  them.  May  17,  1649,  while  Treas¬ 
urer  of  the  Colony,  he  was  chosen  with  Edward  Hopkins, 
the  Deputy  Governor,  Commissioner  of  the  United 
Colonies  for  one  year,  having  been  an  alternate  Com¬ 
missioner  the  year  before. 

May  18,  1654,  he,  then  Deputy  Governor,  and 
Edward  Hopkins,  Governor,  but  absent,  were  again 
chosen  Commissioners  by  the  General  Court  of  Connec¬ 
ticut,  tho  neither  one  served,  John  Webster,  taking  Mr. 
Hopkins’s  place. 

May  19,  1659,  John  Winthrop,  then  Governor,  and 
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Thomas  Welles,  Deputy  Governor  were  chosen  the  two 
Commissioners  from  Connecticut,  for  one  year,  hence 
Thomas  Welles  died  holding  that  office,  as  well  as  that 
of  Deputy  Governor. 

In  1653,  he,  as  Magistrate  and  Lieut.  David  Wilton, 
then  of  Windsor,  as  Deputy,  were  sent  as  a  Committee, 
with  two  agents  from  the  New  Haven  Colony,  to  treat 
with  the  Governor,  Council,  General  Court,  etc.  of  the 
Massachusetts  Bay  Colony,  concerning  a  war  with  the 
Dutch  at  Manhattan,  and  the  correct  interpretation  of 
the  Articles  of  Confederation. 

Feb.  16,  1653/4,  at  an  Assembly  of  the  Freemen  of 
the  Colony,  Thomas  Welles  was  elected  Moderator,  as 
Gov.  Haynes  had  died  and  Mr.  Hopkins,  the  Deputy 
Governor  who  should  have  served  on  the  death  of  Gov. 
Haynes,  was  absent  in  England. 

May  18,  1654,  he  was  chosen  Deputy  Governor  and 
as  Mr.  Hopkins  was  still  absent,  he  presided  at  all  the 
meetings  of  the  General  Court  for  a  year. 

He  was  elected  Governor  in  1655  and  1658  and 
Deputy  Governor  in  1656,  1657  and  1659. 

At  a  General  Court  of  Election  held  May  20,  1658, 
when  Thomas  Welles  was  elected  Governor,  his  oldest 
son,  John  Welles  of  Stratford,  was  elected  a  Magistrate, 
and  his  youngest  son,  Samuel  Welles  a  Deputy: — ser- 
tainly  a  tribute  to  the  character  and  ability  of  the  Gover¬ 
nor  and  his  sons. 

His  services  on  committees  were  so  extensive  that 
it  is  impossible  here  to  enumerate  them  all. 

As  early  as  June  1637,  the  General  Court  assigned 
him  the  duty  of  furnishing  two  bushels  of  malt,  probably 
for  Hartford,  as  supplies  for  the  Pequot  War. 
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August  8,  1639,  he  was  “intreated”,  with  Mr.  Hill 
and  Mr.  Ward,  to  audit  the  last  Treasurer’s  account. 
He  had  already  been  chosen  Treasurer  of  the  Colony 
the  previous  April,  and  this  entry  proves  that  he  was 
not  the  first  Treasurer,  tho  his  name  appears  as  such 
in  the  State  Register  and  Manual. 

At  that  same  meeting,  the  Governor  John  Haynes, 
the  Deputy  Governor  Roger  Ludlow,  and  Thomas 
Welles,  were  “intreated  to  goe  to  the  Rivers  mouth  to 
consult  with  Mr.  Fenwicke  about  a  treaty  of  combinacon 
wch  is  desired  againe  to  be  on  foott  with  the  Bay.”  This 
action  was  due  to  the  hostile  attitude  of  the  Dutch  Gov¬ 
ernor,  William  Kieft,  toward  the  Plantations  at  Hart¬ 
ford  and  New  Haven. 

A  week  later,  at  an  adjourned  meeting  of  the  General 
Court,  Mr.  Ludlow  reported  that  he  with  Mr.  Welles 
and  Mr.  Hooker  “had  repayred  to  Mr.  Fenwicke  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  direction  of  the  Court,  whom  they  found  every 
wayes  sutable  to  their  minds,  and  in  prticular  for  the 
present  agitacon  with  the  Bay  he  is  willing  the  State 
here  should  prceed  to  a  mutuall  agreement  for  an  of- 
fenciue  and  def endue  warr  and  all  other  offices  of  loue”, 
etc. 

What  a  notable  committee  that  was !  Hooker  and 
Ludlow,  different  as  they  were,  were  both  outstanding 
men.  Apparently  Gov.  Haynes  got  the  Rev.  Thomas 
Hooker  to  take  his  place  on  the  committee,  and  he  could 
not  have  named  an  abler  man  in  the  Colony.  Sept.  10, 
1639,  less  than  a  month  later,  Mr.  Hopkins,  who  was 
to  be  the  next  Governor,  Mr.  Welles,  Mr.  Steele,  and 
Mr.  Spencer,  were  authorized  “to  ripen  some  orders 
that  were  left  unfinished  the  former  Court,  as  about 
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prvition  [provision]  of  settling  of  lands,  testaments  of 
the  deceased,  and  recording  spetiall  passages  of 
Prvidence”.  This  was  a  weighty  commission  for  them 
to  carry  out  and  it  is  noticeable  that  Roger  Ludlow  was 
not  named  one  of  the  four.  How  busy  Thomas  Welles 
was  kept  in  such  matters,  may  be  seen  from  the  fact 
that  a  month  later,  the  Governor  and  he  were  asked  to 
go  to  Pequannocke  [Stratford]  and  straighten  out  some 
irregular  proceedings  at  that  place,  of  Mr.  Ludlow,  the 
Deputy  Governor. 

The  following  April,  Mr.  Haynes,  Mr.  Ludlow  and 
Mr.  Welles  were  directed  to  settle  the  division  of  the 
bounds  between  Stratford  and  Fairfield  by  the  24th  of 
June,  and  to  tender  the  Oath  of  Fidelity  to  the  inhabi¬ 
tants  of  said  Towns. 

The  next  month  in  a  difference  between  Lieut. 
Robert  Seely  and  the  inhabitants  of  Wethersfield  in  a 
suit  for  lands,  Mr.  Hooker  and  Mr.  Welles  were  selected 
to  arbitrate  the  matter,  and  if  they  should  disagree,  the 
parties  were  to  call  in  a  third  person  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Court.  They  did  disagree,  and  one  may  wonder 
who  displayed  the  better  judgement,  Thomas  Hooker  or 
Thomas  Welles?  Mr.  Webster  called  in  to  settle  the 
matter,  delivered  the  award  which  was  confirmed  by 
the  Court;  it  was  that  the  inhabitants  of  Wethersfield 
pay  the  Lieutenant  150  bushels  of  corn  and  that  he  be 
allowed  20  shillings  for  his  charges  and  delay  of  pay¬ 
ment.1 

In  June  1640,  Mr.  Ludlow,  Mr.  Hopkins  and  Mr.  '-0 ,k?v 
Blakeman  were  directed  to  survey  and  establish  the 

H'his  incident  is  suggestive  of  the  character  of  Thomas  Welles ;  when 
he  thought  he  was  right,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  stand  out  against  even 
Thomas  Hooker. 
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bounds  between  Cuphege  [Stratford]  and  Uncoway 
[Fairfield],  and  if  they  could  not  agree,  “Mr.  Welles  at 
his  next  coming  to  those  prts  (parts)  shall  issue  yt.” — 
a  tribute  to  our  ancestor’s  well  balanced  judgment. 

The  following  February,  he  was  a  member  of  a 
committee  to  settle  a  land  dispute  in  Windsor,  and  in 
November  1641,  he,  Mr.  Steele,  Mr.  Plum  and  James 
Boosy  were  ordered  to  run  the  line  west  into  the  country 
between  Hartford  and  Wethersfield,  to  begin  at  the 
great  River  against  the  marked  tree. 

About  a  year  later,  Governor  Wyllys,  Mr.  Haynes, 
Mr.  Hopkins,  Mr.  Welles  and  Mr.  Phelps  were  desired 
to  consider  with  the  Elders,  concerning  the  sins  of  curs¬ 
ing  father  or  mother,  incorrigibleness,  ravishment,  con¬ 
tempt  of  ordinances,  lying  and  breach  of  promise,  and 
to  make  some  laws  against  them  to  be  presented  to  the 
next  General  Court  another  weighty  commission. 

In  September,  1644,  the  Commissioners  of  the  United 
Colonies,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Rev.  Thomas  Shepard 
of  Cambridge,  voted  to  recommend  to  the  several  courts, 
that  contributions  be  made  throughout  the  Plantations, 
for  the  maintenance  of  poor  scholars  at  Cambridge.  The 
Connecticut  General  Court,  in  October,  approved  the 
proposition  that  at  least  a  peck  of  corn  or  its  equivalent, 
be  contributed  by  each  family,  if  able  and  willing,  and 
it  was  ordered  that  two  men  be  appointed  in  every  town 
who  should  demand  what  every  family  should  give;  the 
same  to  be  gathered  and  brought  into  some  room  in 
March,  and  this  collection  to  be  taken  up  yearly  if 
deemed  best  by  the  Commissioners.  The  two  persons 
selected  to  act  for  Wethersfield,  were  Richard  Treat  and 
Thomas  Welles,  altho  the  latter  was  at  that  time  still 
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living  in  Hartford.  It  would  seem  quite  probable  that 
Thomas  Welles  displayed  an  active  sympathy  with  these 
young  men  who  were  struggling  to  get  a  liberal  educa¬ 
tion. 

May  13,  1645,  Mr.  Haynes,  the  Governor,  Mr.  Hop¬ 
kins,  the  Deputy  Governor,  Mr.  George  Fenwick  of 
Saybrook  and  Mr.  Welles,  were  desired  by  the  Court  to 
agitate  the  business  concerning  “the  enlargement  of  the 
libertyes  of  the  Patent  for  this  Jurisdiction”,  and  if  they 
saw  a  concurrence  of  opportunities,  they  had  liberty  to 
proceed  therein. 

Four  years  later,  in  March  1649,  Mr.  Welles,  the 
former  Secretary  and  Mr.  Cullick,  the  new  Secretary  of 
the  Colony,  were  desired  to  draw  up  in  writing  the 
whole  agreement  with  Mr.  Fenwick  and  Mr.  Hopkins 
about  the  sale  of  the  fort  at  Saybrook,  its  appurtenances 
and  the  land  upon  the  river,  and  that  the  counterpart 
thereof  under  the  hand  of  Mr.  Hopkins,  be  kept  and 
recorded  by  the  Secretary. 

That  Thomas  Welles  was  nimble  with  his  quill,  there 
can  be  no  question. 

In  May  1651,  the  Court  desired  Governor  Haynes, 
Mr.  Cullick  and  Mr.  Clarke  to  go  down  to  Stratford  to 
keep  Court  for  the  trial  of  Goody  Bassett  accused  of 
witchcraft,  and  if  the  Governor  could  not  go,  then  Mr. 
Welles  was  to  go  in  his  place.  Let  us  hope  that  Mr. 
Welles  did  not  go,  as  the  unfortunate  Goody  Bassett 
was  condemned  to  death,  tho  it  is  only  fair  to  state 
that  as  a  Magistrate  he  became  involved  in  several  cases 
where  the  accused  were  convicted  and  executed  for 
witchcraft. 

In  October  of  that  year,  Thomas  Welles  toward  the 
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close  of  four  years  of  continuous  service  as  Treasurer 
of  the  Colony,  stated  to  the  Court  that  such  duties  as 
well  as  those  of  a  Magistrate  which  he  was  at  the  same 
time  performing,  were  “somewhat  burdensome”,  and  he 
asked  to  be  relieved  of  the  Treasurership,  which  was 
done  at  the  next  Court  of  Election  the  following  May, 
when  John  Talcott  was  chosen  to  succeed  him.  This 
request  is  suggestive  of  his  strenuous  public  life. 

At  the  session  of  the  Court  when  he  made  this  re¬ 
quest,  it  was  ordered  that  Norwalk  present  one  inhab¬ 
itant  to  Mr.  Ludlow,  and  Mattabeseck  [Middletown] 
one  inhabitant  to  Mr.  Welles,  to  be  sworn  by  them  as 
Constables  in  their  several  towns. 

As  we  go  over  these  Court  Records,  we  discover  that 
Thomas  Welles  did  a  good  deal  of  travelling  in  the 
interests  of  the  Court,  no  easy  thing  to  do  in  those  days, 
and  he  must  have  been  familiar  with  almost  every  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Colony. 

It  is  apparent  that  the  winter  of  1652-3  was  a  severe 
one  for  the  planters  of  Connecticut,  for  we  find  that  in 
February  1652-3,  the  Court,  realizing  that  some  families 
were  lacking  sufficient  provisions,  directed  that  there  be 
no  export  of  grains,  beeves,  hogs,  butter,  cheese,  etc. 
until  the  end  of  March  or  the  next  session  of  the  Court, 
without  the  license  of  Mr.  Haynes,  Deputy  Governor, 
Mr.  Welles  or  Mr.  Webster,  or  either  of  them  with  the 
Deputy  Governor. 

In  1653,  when  it  looked  as  if  a  war  might  arise  with 
the  Dutch,  the  Commissioners  of  the  United  Colonies 
apportioned  out  of  the  500  men  from  the  four  Colonies, 
65  to  Connecticut  to  be  ready  at  a  day’s  warning,  and 
in  May  of  that  year,  the  General  Court  directed  that 
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there  should  be  a  committee  in  each  town  whose  advice 
the  constables  of  each  town  should  take  in  impressing 
men  “for  this  present  expedition”.  15  were  allotted  to 
Hartford;  12  to  Windsor  and  8  to  Wethersfield.  Natur¬ 
ally,  Thomas  Welles  was  on  the  committee  from  Weth¬ 
ersfield. 

In  the  fall  of  this  year  he  was  chosen  as  a  member 
of  a  Particular  Court  to  be  held  before  winter,  in  Fair- 
field. 

In  May  1654,  on  the  occasion  of  some  disorders  at 
the  sea  side,  the  Court  appointed  Thomas  Welles,  then 
Deputy  Governor,  but  acting  as  Governor  in  the  absence 
of  Gov.  Hopkins,  Mr.  Webster  and  Mr.  Clarke,  to  keep 
Court  down  there,  if  need  should  so  require. 

When  a  letter  was  received  from  Oliver  Cromwell 
by  the  General  Court  of  Connecticut,  in  regard  to  an 
expedition  against  the  Dutch,  Major  John  Mason  and 
Capt.  John  Cullick  were  chosen  June  13,  1654,  Agents 
from  the  General  Court  to  proceed  to  Boston  and  meet 
there  Major  Robert  Sedgwick  and  Capt.  John  Leverett 
together  with  the  agents  from  the  other  colonies,  to 
consult  about  the  matter. 

Three  days  earlier,  Thomas  Welles  wrote  a  letter  to 
Major  Sedgwick  and  Capt.  Leverett,  and  two  sentences 
from  it  may  well  be  quoted  as  revealing  the  spirit  of 
the  man: — 

“I  have  sent  a  messenger  to  Major  John  Mason  who 
lives  at  Seebrooke,  but  he  is  not  yet  returned.” 

“I  knowe  that  our  Colony  will  with  all  thankfullness 
imbrace  this  favour  and  respect  from  his  Highness  (i.  e. 
Cromwell)  and  with  all  readiness  attend  the  counsell 
and  advice  of  his  Commissioners.” 
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In  March  1656,  when  Capt.  Cullick  promised  to  de¬ 
liver  to  the  General  Court,  the  original  agreement  be¬ 
tween  Mr.  Fenwick  and  the  Colony  in  regard  to  what 
they  purchased  of  him,  a  committee  was  chosen  to  give 
Capt.  Cullick  a  true  copy  of  them.  Thomas  Welles  as 
Governor  heads  the  list  of  the  eight  persons  to  subscribe 
the  copies. 

Tho  there  is  no  allusion  to  it  in  our  Connecticut 
Public  Records,  a  meeting  of  the  Commissioners  of  the 
United  Colonies  was  held  in  Hartford  in  September 
1659,  and  instructions  for  Thomas  Stanton  the  Indian 
interpreter  and  those  sent  with  him  to  the  Pocomptucke 
[Deerfield]  Sachem,  were  signed  by  all  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioners,  showing  that  at  that  date,  about  four  months 
before  his  death,  Thomas  Welles  was  actively  serving 
as  a  Commissioner. 

About  that  same  time  he  rendered  a  bit  of  kindly 
service  to  the  Indians  of  Wethersfield  when  Mr. 
Usher  was  ordered  by  the  Commissioners  to  deliver  to 
Mr.  Welles  Deputy  Governor  of  Connecticut,  six  yards 
of  trading  cloth  to  distribute  to  the  principal  Indians 
among  those  who  attended  the  Rev.  Mr.  Pierson,  and 
refrained  from  powwowing  and  labor  on  the  Lord’s 
Day.  But  the  end  was  drawing  near.  His  name  ap¬ 
pears  for  the  last  time  as  Deputy  Governor  in  the  record 
of  the  General  Court  held  Oct.  6,  1659. 

Fie  died  most  unexpectedly  in  the  night  of  January 
14th,  1659/60/  apparently  in  good  health  when  he  ate 
his  supper.  He  had,  however,  received  some  months 
earlier,  a  premonition  of  his  death,  for  he  began  his 
will  dated  Nov.  7,  1659,  by  stating  that  he  found  the 

lIt  seems  most  probable  that  he  was  buried  in  Wethersfield. 
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symptoms  of  mortality  upon  him,  tho  at  the  time  in 
health  of  body. 

No  doubt  the  death  of  his  beloved  eldst  son,  John, 
who  had  died  in  Stratford  in  his  early  forties,  some 
three  months  previous,  sorely  grieved  him  and  wore  on 
his  health. 

Thomas  Welles  was  a  man  of  a  deeply  affectionate 
nature. 

It  is  touching  to  read  these  sentences  from  the  will 
of  John  Welles: — 

“I  freely  giue  to  my  dear  and  louing  father  my  sonn 
Robert,  (then  a  lad  of  8  or  9  years),  to  be  educated  and 
brought  up  as  he  sees  good.”  Another  cause  is  quite  as 
remarkable: — “I  desire  my  father  may  haue  either  this 
will  or  a  true  coppy  of  it  sent  him  in  conuenient  time 
after  my  deceass  And  yf  he  in  his  wisedome  pleass  to 
alter  any  thinge  in  it  [I]  Leue  it  wholly  with  him  Con¬ 
cerning  any  thinge  that  he  may  seem  good  to  alter.” 

There  is  a  note  of  genuine  humility  in  this  second 
sentence  in  the  will  of  Thomas  Welles : — 

“And  as  I  haue  receaued  what  I  am  or  haue  from 
the  deuine  hand  of  allmighty  god  so  I  comitte  my  soull 
to  him  resting  Uppon  his  ffree  grace  And  fauor  mani¬ 
fested  through  the  Lord  Jesus.” 

It  looks  as  if  his  little  grandson  Robert  who  had 
lived  with  him  less  than  three  months  when  he  made 
his  will,  had  already  pulled  heavily  at  the  heartstrings  of 
Gov.  Welles,  for  he  devised  to  him  the  house  and  lot 
where  he  was  living. 

He  strikes  me  as  an  unassuming  man,  quite  the  op¬ 
posite  of  Roger  Ludlow,  with  whom  he  was  so  often 
associated  in  public  affairs. 
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In  spite  of  his  constant  immersion  in  such  duties,  he 
left  a  goodly  estate  of  £1069-08-02. 

I  think  of  him  as  a  man  of  deeds  rather  than  of 
words. 

He  rightly  belongs  in  the  company  of  Haynes, 
Hooker,  Hopkins,  Ludlow  and  Wyllys,  all  great  leaders, 
who  wisely  guided  the  new  Colony  of  Connecticut  in  its 
difficult  beginnings. 
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GOVERNOR  THOMAS  WELLES’S  DESCENDANTS 


Children,  born  in  England ;  Grandchildren,  born  in  Connecticut. 
Condensed  from  “The  English  Ancestry  of  Gov.  Thomas  Welles 
of  Connecticut”,  by  Lemuel  A.  Welles. 

I  Thomas  Welles,  b.  in  England,  d.  in  Wethersfield,  Conn.,  14 
Jan.  1659/60;  m.  (1)  Alice  Tomes;  (2)  Elizabeth  (Deming) 
Foote. 

Children  by  first  wife: 

1.  John,  2.  Thomas,  3.  Samuel,  4.  Mary,  5.  Ann,  6.  Sarah. 

II  John,  b.  in  England;  d.  at  Stratford,  Conn,  between  7  and  18 
Aug.  1659 ;  m.  Elizabeth  Bourne. 

1.  John,  b.  about  1648;  d.  24  Mar.  1713;  m.  Mary  Hollister. 

2.  Dea.  Thomas,  b.  about  1651 ;  d.  7  Jan.  1720 ;  m.  Elizabeth — . 

3.  Capt.  Robert,  b.  about  1651,  d.  22  June,  1714;  m.  (1) 
Elizabeth  Goodrich,  (2)  Mary  Stoddard. 

4.  Temperance,  b.  about  1654;  d.  after  1728;  m.  Jonathan 
Pitman. 

5.  Sergt.  Samuel,  b.  about  1656;  d.  1729;  m.  (1)  Abigail, 

(2) - ,  (3)  Abigail - . 

6.  Sarah,  b.  about  1658;  d.  23  Mar.  1730;  m.  Ambrose 
Thompson. 

II  Thomas,  b.  in  England;  d.  at  Hartford,  Conn,  in  1668;  m. 
Hannah  (Tuttle)  Pantry,  widow  of  John  Pantry. 

1.  Rebeccah,  b.  May  1655;  d.  25  Feb.  1717;  m.  Capt.  James 
Judson. 

2.  Thomas,  b.  Oct.,  1657;  d.  before  8  Nov.  1695;  m.  - ; 

left  children. 

3.  Sarah,  b.  Apl.,  1659,  m.  John  Bidwell,  Jr. 

4.  Ichabod,  b.  Nov.,  1660 ;  m.  Sarah  Way. 

5.  Samuel,  b.  Oct.,  1662;  m. - ;  left  children. 

6.  Jonathan,  b.  Sept.,  1664;  d.  unm.  before  31  Oct.  1687. 

7.  Joseph,  b.  Apl.,  1667 ;  d.  before  13  June  1698 ;  m.  Elizabeth. 

II  Capt.  Samuel,  b.  in  England;  d.  15  July  1675;  m.  (1)  Elizabeth 
Hollister;  (2)  Hannah  Lamberton. 

Children  by  first  wife: 

1.  Capt.  Samuel,  b.  13  Apl.  1660;  d.  28  Aug.  1731;  m.  Ruth 
Rice. 
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2.  Capt.  Thomas,  b.  29  July,  1662;  d.  7  Dec.  1711;  m.  (1) 
Thankful  Root;  (2)  Jerusha  Treat. 

3.  Sarah,  b.  29  Sept.  1664;  d.  29  June  1694;  m.  (1)  Ephraim 
Hawley;  (2)  Agur  Tomlinson. 

4.  Mary,  b.  23  Nov.  1666 ;  d.  18  Feb.  1715 ;  m.  Samuel  Hale 
(second  wife). 

5.  Ann,  b.  1668;  d.  1739;  m.  (1)  Capt.  James  Steele;  (2) 
James  Judson  (second  wife). 

6.  Elizabeth,  b.  1670;  d.  before  6  May  1746;  m.  Daniel 
Shelton. 


II  Alary,  d.  probably  before  7  Nov.  1659 ;  m.  in  all  probability, 
Timothy  Baldwin  of  Milford  and  had  Mary,  Hannah  and 
Sarah. 


II  Ann,  d.  before  19  Oct.  1680;  m.  (1)  Thomas  Thomson;  (2) 
Anthony  Howkins. 

Children  by  first  husband  (surname  Thomson). 

1.  Beatrice,  bapt.  17  Jan.  1647;  m. - Parker. 

2.  John,  m.  Mary  Steele. 

3.  Thomas,  m.  Elizabeth  Smith. 

4.  Mary,  bapt.  7  June  1653 ;  m.  Samuel  Hawley. 

5.  Esther,  b.  17  June  1655;  m.  Samuel  Gridley. 

Children  by  second  husband  (surname  Howkins). 

6.  Sarah,  bapt.  June  1657;  d.  before  5  Dec.  1678. 

7.  Elizabeth,  b.  1659 ;  m.  Paul  Brinsmead. 

8.  Hannah,  b.  1661. 


II  Sarah,  b.  about  1631 ;  d.  12  Dec.  1698 ;  m.  Capt.  John  Chester; 

1.  Mary,  b.  23  Dec.  1654;  d.  10  July  1689;  m.  John  Wolcott. 

2.  Maj.  John,  b.  10  June  1656;  d.  14  Dec.  1711;  m.  Hannah 
Talcott. 

3.  Sarah,  b.  Nov.  1657 ;  d.  3  Aug.  1723 ;  m.  Simon  Wolcott. 

4.  Stephen,  b.  26  May  1660;  d.  9  Feb.  1697/8;  m.  Jemima 
Treat. 

5.  Thomas,  b.  23  Mar.  1662;  d.  4  Dec.  1712;  m.  Mary  Treat. 

6.  Samuel,  b.  23  May  1664;  d.  12  May  1689. 

7.  Prudence,  b.  10  Dec.  1666;  d.  25  May  1727;  m.  James 
Treat. 

8.  Eunice,  b.  17  Alay  1668 ;  d.  16  June  1698 ;  m.  Rev.  Timothy 
Stevens. 
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